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NOTES OF OASES. 

A purchase at a tax sale by a deviqee of a life estate in remainder is held, in 
Defreese v. Lake (Mich.), 32 L. R. A. 744, ineffectual to cut off the remainders 
limited upon such life estate. The case has a note collecting the authorities on 
the duty of life tenants to pay taxes. 

A delinquent-tax sale for failure of a life tenant to pay taxes is held, in Esta- 
bwok v. Royon (Ohio), 32 L. R. A. 805, to cause no forfeiture of his estate, where 
by reason of errors or irregularities a valid deed on the tax sale cannot be made. 
A note to this case presents the authorities on the effect of a tax sale on land held 
by a life tenant. 

In this connection see Virginia Code of 1887, sec. 661, providing that "Noth- 
ing in this section shall be so construed as to affect, or divest, the title of a tenant 
in reversion or remainder to any real estate which has been returned delinquent 
and sold on account of the default of the tenant for life in paying the taxes or 
levies assessed thereon." 



Game Laws. — The strong leaning of the courts toward upholding the game laws> 
is illustrated by the recent case of HaggeHy v. St. Louis Ice etc. Co. (Mo.), 44 S. 
W. 1114. The defendant was engaged in the business of cold storage, and the 
plaintiff was a dealer in game. The defendant contracted with the plaintiff to 
preserve in the former's cold storage warehouse, during the close season, a large 
quantity of dead game, lawfully acquired by the plaintiff during the open season, 
and to restore it to the plaintiff in good condition at the beginning of the next 
open season. At the end of the period, the game was found to be unfit for use, 
whereupon the plaintiff sued for damages. The defendant successfully defended 
the action, on the ground that the Missouri statute prohibited the killing, or hav- 
ing in possession, of any game of the character of that which constituted the 
subject matter of the contract — notwithstanding it was lawfully purchased during 
an open season ; affirming Phelps v. Racey, 60 N. Y. 10. The subject is discussed 
in 3 Va. Law Reg. 540. 



Independent Contractor — Dangerous Premises. — The recent Virginia 
case of Richmond etc. R. Co. v. Moore, 3 Va. Law Reg. 572 (27 S. E. 70), has been 
almost precisely duplicated in the more recent case of Thompson v. Lowell etc. R. 
Co., 49 N. E. 913 (April 11, 1898), in the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachu- 
setts. In the Virginia case the street railway company, to attract custom over its 
line of road, advertised a free balloon ascension at a park under its management ; 
the company had no control over the aeronaut or his apparatus. As the balloon 
was released for the ascent, certain poles, used in keeping it erect while being 
filled with gas, were released at the same time, one of which fell upon and killed 
a boy in the surrounding crowd. 

In the Massachusetts case the advertised attraction was target shooting by a 
man without arms or hands. As in the Virginia case, the premises belonged to 
or were under control of the railway company, and the exhibition was given by 
an independent contractor. By reason of the negligence of the latter, the plain- 



